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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on 16JAN2008. Claims 1-21 are 
now pending in the present application. This Action is made FINAL. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not he negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Grahamv.John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the 
contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and 
invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made 
in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 

U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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5. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by Phipps (US 
Patent # US 6,579,231 Bl) in view of Levitas et al (US Patent # 6,053,887). 

a) Consider claim 1, 8, and 15, Phipps clearly shows and discloses, a method, system, and 
computer program product for administering devices (abstract, column 1 lines 8-17, column 2 lines 
22-28), the method comprising: a recording medium (figure 3, column4 lines 6-9, column 6 lines 3- 
6); creating, in a first domain, a domain state object (subject/ record) (figure 4, abstract, column 2 
lines 29-34, column 3 lines 32-39), the first domain including a plurality/ of network-connected 
devices (column 3 lines 32-39, column 4 lines 6-19 lines 63-67, column 5 lines 1-11 lines 41-52, 
column 7 lines 61-65, column 8 lines 21-29), the domain state object including information that 
describes the state of the devices in the first domain and specifies a user in the first domain (figure 4, 
abstract, column 2 lines 29-34, column 3 lines 32-39, column 4 lines 63-67, column 5 lines 1-11, 
column 6 lines 49-64), the devices in the first domain having been altered in response to the physical 
condition of the user in the first domain (column 5 lines 12-20, column 8 lines 21-29); and 
transmitting the domain state object from the first domain to a second domain that also includes a 
plurality of network-connected devices (figure 1, abstract, column 2 lines 34-40, column 3 lines 32- 
43 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-5 lines 45-52). However, Phipps does not specifically disclose at 
least one of the devices in the second domain administered to alter the user's environment in the 
second domain in dependence upon the information describing the state of the devices in the first 
domain. 

Levitas et al. show and disclose a medical treatment apparatus and method for automatically 
administering a medical treatment to a patient via a medical treatment device wherein, at least one of 
the devices in the second domain administered to alter the user's environment in the second domain 
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in dependence upon the information describing the state of the devices in the first domain (abstract, 
column 2 lines 16-35 lines 44-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Levitas et al. into the system of Phipps for the 
purpose of analyzing/ altering a user's analysis/ treatment profile in a second domain based on data 
gathered by the medical device in the first domain. 

b) Consider claim 2, 9, and 16, and as applied to claim 1, 8, and 15 above, Phipps as 
modified by Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program 
product of claim 1, 8, and 15 wherein creating, in a first domain, a domain state object comprises: 
creating a current device state object (66 device ID) (figure 4, column 6 lines 49-56); and associating 
the current device state object with the domain state object (each device is mapped to a particular 
subject) (figure 4, column 4 lines 45-52, column 6 lines 49-56). 

c) Consider claim 3, 10, and 17, and as applied to claim 2 above, Phipps modified by 
Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program product of claim 
2, 9, and 16 wherein creating a current device state object comprises: identifying a device in the first 
domain (figure 4, column 6 lines 49-56); getting a current value of an attribute of the device (figure 
4, abstract, column 2 lines 29-34, column 3 lines 58-64, column 4 lines 6-9); and storing the value in 
the current device state object (figure 2, figure 3, figure 4, abstract column 2 lines 29-34, column 4 
lines 6-9). 

d) Consider claim 4, 11, and 18, and as applied to claim 1, 8, and 15 above, Phipps 
modified by Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program 
product of claim 1, 8, and 15 wherein creating, in a first domain, a domain state object comprises 
associating a user metric vector with the domain state object (the type of physiological data that is 
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collected and stored in the subject's profile e.g. heart rate, blood pressure, body temp, etc.) (figure 4, 
abstract, column 1 lines 8-17 lines 58-64, column 2 lines 16-19, column 6 lines 49-56). 

e) Consider claim 5, 12, and 19, and as applied to claim 1, 8, and 15 above, Phipps 
modified by Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program 
product of claim 1 , 8, and 1 5 wherein creating in a first domain, a domain state object comprises 
associating a user metric space (70 thresholds) with the domain state object (figure 4, abstract, 
column 2 lines 41-49, column 7 lines 22-32). 

f) Consider claim 6, 13, and 20, and as applied to claim 1, 8, and 15 above, Phipps 
modified by Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program 
product of claim 1, 8, and 15 wherein transmitting the domain state object from the first domain to 
a second domain comprises downloading the domain state object to a mobile sensor (figure 1, 
abstract, column 3 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-5). 

g) Consider claim 7, 14, and 21, and as applied to claim 1, 8, and 15 above, Phipps 
modified by Levitas et al. clearly show and disclose, the method, system, and computer program 
product of claim 1, 8, and 15 wherein transmitting the domain state object from the first domain to 
a second domain comprises downloading an address of the domain state object to a mobile sensor 
(column 3 lines 66-67, column 4 lines 1-5). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 8, and 15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

> Beigel et al. (US Patent Publication # US 2003/0174049 Al) disclose: "Wearable 
Identification Appliance that Communicates with a Wireless Communications Network such 
as Bluetooth" 

> Blomquist et al. (US Patent # 5,658,250) disclose: "Systems and Methods for Operating 
Ambulatory Medical Devices such as Drug Delivery Devices" 

> Boies et al. (US Patent Publication # US 2002/0069885 Al) disclose: "Apparatus, System, 
Method, and Computer Program Product for Controlling Bio Enhancement Implants" 

> Chen et al. (US Patent # US 7,154,398 B2) disclose: "Wireless Communication and Global 
Location Enabled Intelligent Health Monitoring System" 

> Dempsey et al. (US Patent # 5,687,734) disclose: "Flexible Patient Monitoring System 
Featuring a Multiport Transmitter" 

> Peterson et al. (US Patent Publication # US 2002/0183693 Al) disclose: "Drug Pump 
Systems and Methods" 

> Peterson et al. (US Patent # US 7,347,836 B2) disclose: "Drug Pump Systems and Methods" 

> Surwit et al. (US Patent # 6,024,699) disclose: "Systems, Methods, and Computer Program 
Products for Monitoring, Diagnosing, and Treating Medical Conditions of Remotely 
Located Patients" 

> Theimer (US Patent # US 7,061,897 B2) discloses: "Mobile Telephone for Internet- 
Applications" 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
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calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to DANIEL MURRAY whose telephone number is 571-270-1773. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 0800-1700 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nathan Flynn can be reached on (57 l)-272-l 915. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 5 T 1 -273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

DCM 

/Daniel Murray/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2143 



/Kenny S Lin/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2152 



